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and the alio' 
withdrawn 


Applicant wishes to tha.nl 
vability of claims 2 
p inding allowance of 


unpatentable 
Forster (£ 
teaching, 
proposed. 


Clairjas 1, 3, 6, 7, 10-14 
over Palmer (4,94 
(589\7739). Applicant : 
suggestion, or motiv 


The 
rubber; the 

being a fluor|oelastomer 
plys including 
adjacent the 
[See office at 


secord 
rubber 
release 

taught 


that 
assist 


1 isaminer admits th 
s eve member adjace 
material 
a fiber reinforcec 
irst ply and opposite 
tion page 4, last pai 


The I examiner argues that 

It would have bee: 
of th£ Applicant's inven 
third and fourth ] 
material as taught 
film of Palmer hi 
by Dublinski et al 
flexibility and stretch and 
release film is 
> in the removing of 


[See t iffice action page 5, 


; the Examiner for the detailed remarks the allowance of claim 22 
and 23. Claims 18-21 have been cancelled. Claims 27-28 are 
he associated independent claims. 

17 and 24-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) as being 
',013) in view of Dublinski (5071,338) and further in view of 
ispectfully traverses these rejections as there is absolutely no 
tion to modify Palmer in view of Dublinxki arid Forster as 


"Palmer fails to teach the first ply having an elastomeiic sheet 
t the elastomeric sheet rubber opposite the release film; the plys 
the first and second plys being unreinforced, the third and fourth 
fluoroelastic material; and the release film being an EEP layer 
the second ply." 
igraph] 


obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
on to have modified the invention of Palmer with the 
lys being made of a fiber reinforced, fluoroelastic sheet 
by Dublinski et al and to have modified the first ply of 
/ing a fiber unreinforced fluoroelastomer sheet rubber as 
>ecause it provides a combination of stiffness/rigidity and 

0 have modified the first ply (having adjacent sieve) such 
ft iP release film as taught by Forster et al because FEP 

1 mold from cured composite. 


>aragraph 2, emphasis added.] 
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The 
#173 and 
Office Acti<Jn ; 


c 3l 


Examiner interprets 
12, lines 53-65) , 


Pah 
graphite 


reinforcement 


ler generally disclo: 
clpth, with a prede 
rapidly and unifo 


Thai 


vacuum anc 
reference in 
proposed m 
are not 
-and fourth 
film or 
preventing 
properly allowable 


fibfar 


1 it is unclear 
utireinforced 
purportedly 


hat Palmer discloses a first ply having a release member (Fig 10A, 
.rid a second ply (Fig 10A, #181) adjacent, the second ply. [See 


Moii specifically, Palme. 

Under pull of tr 
flows through the 
179, into and t 
173, and thr 
and 162 along the 
The liquid resin flc 
core into and thi 
r 6rm impregnation ol 


resin 
flanjes 
sep4rator 
160 
158 
foarii 
unif 


Up 


[See coL 13, lines II- 5( 


is, component #17 
thu$ the liquid res 
such a way that it i 
edification would d< 
pem leable to either a va 
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resin impregnate 
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s impregnating dry fiber reinforcement, particularly carbon or 
srmined amount of resin, so as to impregnate such fiber 
mly throughout the fiber reinforcement. 

• discloses: 

i vacuum in line 175, and with valve 191 open, liquid 
lotted resin inlet tube 171 and via the adjacent inner skin 
irough the bleeder doth 181, wire screen 177, porous 
>ugh the upper carbon cloth skin 168 and into grooves 
, the inclined sides 197, and the bottom of the foam core 
vs ut the same time from the grooves in the bottom of the 
>ugh the lower carbon cloth skin 170, This results in 
both skins 16S and 170. 


; lines 26-26 reproduced above with emphasis added. J 

is a porous separator, and #181 is a bleeder cloth which permit a 
n to be drawn therethrough. It i$ improper to modify the base 
lins the goal or function of the base reference. The Examiner's 
so as converting components #173 and #181 to materials which 
uum or a liquid resin. That is, converting the first, second, third, 
fluoroelastic sheet rubber material and the first ply to a release 
Toelastomer sheet rubber 1 would render Palmer inoperable by 
n therethrough. Such a suggestion is improper and the claims are 


to Applicant whethc 
fluoroelastomer sheer fu 
ght by Forster <stal. [S {se Office Action p. 5 , 2 nD paragraph.] 


the Examiner is interpreting the first ply of Palmer et at to be a fiber 
tier as purportedly taught by Dubtinsld et al or to be an FEP release film as 
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ner attempts a combination which "modified the invention of 
i fourth plys being made of a fiber reinforced fluoroelastic sheet 
rubber material as taught by Di.blinsM et at and to have modified the first ply of release film of 
ng a fiber unreinfc need fluorodastomer sheet rubber as taught by Dublinski et al." 

zr to make the particular plys out of these materials (reinforced 
motivation to make the combination as proposed is by following 
he present invention. This is impermissible usage of Hindsight in 
t's device. Alternatively, or in addition to that discussed above, 


rately, the Examine] 
cpmbmation of 
adjacent sieve) 
assists in the reraj 
and, at worst, uninte 


sue i 


unpatentable 


Claipis 1, 3, 6, 7, KKN 
over Filsinger (DE 
0897739). Applicat 
geslion, or motiv 


s purported motivation for the proposed combination: "because it 
stiffn^s/rigidity and flexibility and stretch and to have modified the first 
that the release film is FEP release film as taught by Forster 
ving of a mold form cured composite" is, at best, impossible to 
ligible. 


, the Filsinger 
$0027]} To substitu 
ifiembrane #7 (and/o 


, 17 and 24-26 were rejected under 35 U-S.C. §103(a) as being 
0013409C1}) in view of Dublinski (5071,338) and further in view 
t respectfully traverses these rejections as there is absolutely no 
ition to modify Palmer in view of Dublinski and Forsier as 


of Forsier i 
teaching, 

proposed, "^he Filsinger combitfjation suffers the fatal defect of the Palmer combination discussed 
above. No(ably, 
paragraph 
permeable 

Filsinger iniperabki. The claims' 


nembrane 7 is described as a gas-perraeable membrane. {S&e 
t a fiber reinforced fluoroelastic sheet rubber material for the gas 
for the peel ply #13) would also prevent a vacuum and render 
are properly allowable. 
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AppI scant respectfully sutftnits 
believes that a teleconference wi 
representative can be contacted at 


Dated: 


January 5, 2004 


\CUmtib5rKORS KPIPOOOZSVatentiHeloM, 
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that this case is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner 
I facilitate moving this case forward to being issued, Applicant's 
the number indicated below. 


'025-I l-O4-20O3.doc 


Respectfully Submitted, 
CARLSON, GASI^EY & OLDS, P.C 
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Registration No. 46,350 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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